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Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's amendment received on July 1 6 2007 in which claims 9 and 1 0 were 
amended has been fully considered and entered but the arguments are moot in view of 
the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Note: The new ground of rejections is rendered necessary in view of a newly found 
reference. The examiner apologizes for the inconvenience, which that may cause the 
Applicant because of the previously indicated allowable claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

4. Claim 10 recites the limitation "the predetermined number of pictures" in line 3. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty In the English language. 

6. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Takabatake 
et al. (US Patent no. 6,320,909). 

Regarding claim 9, Tabatake discloses in fig. 1 an MPEG video decoder comprising: 
a picture decoding section for starting to decode a MPEG bit-stream in response to a 
decoding start command (See Takabatake fig. 1, decoder 10, col. 7, lines 24-34 and 
col. 10, lines 39-43); a decoding frame buffer for storing picture data decoded by said 
picture decoding section (See fig. 1 , item 16 and col. 7, lines 39-42); a display control 
section for analyzing parameters of the picture data for the each pictures, said picture 
data being decoded by said picture decoding section (See Takabatake fig. 1 , item 20 
and 14, and col. 7, lines 44-51), and controlling a transfer of said picture data from said 
decoding frame buffer to a display unit in accordance with an analysis result of said 
parameters (See fig. 1, item 18, col. 10, lines 43-46); and a decoding control section for 
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outputting said decoding start command based on the parameters of said picture data 
(See col. 7, lines 44-51). The applicant should note that the pixel data as disclosed in 
col. 10, lines 13-16 is the picture "parameter" as claimed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary sl<ill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 10-13 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Tabatake et al. (US Patent no. 6,320,909) in view of Duroz et al. (US Patent no. 
6,654,539). 

Regarding claim 23, Takabatake discloses the same MPEG decoding method 
comprising the steps of starting to decode MPEG bit stream in response to a decoding 
start command outputted from a decoding control section (See Takabatake col. 7, lines 
24-34), storing decoded picture data in a decoding frame buffer (See col. 7, lines 39- 
42), storing parameters of the decoded picture data in a display control section (See 
Takabatake col. 7, lines 44-51), determining the number of display fields for each 
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picture from the parameters by the display control (See col. 20, lines 51-67 and col. 21 , 

lines 1-4), and displaying each of the picture on a display control unit for a period of time 

equivalent to the number of display fields (See col. 21 , lines 5-20). The applicant should 
note that the pixel data is the claimed "parameters". 

It is noted that Takabatake is silent about the plurality of parameters with a 
plurality of peculiar playback flags, the display control section determines the number of 
display fields in accordance with a combination of states of the plurality of peculiar 
playback flags. 

However, Duruoz discloses a decoding method wherein a plurality of parameters 
with a plurality of peculiar playback flags, the display control section determines the 
number of display fields in accordance with a combination of states of the plurality of 
peculiar playback flags (See Duruoz fig. 12 with the plurality of playback flags, and col. 
16, lines 14-46). 

Therefore, it is considered obvious that one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention would recognize the advantage of modifying Takabatake's display controller 
by incorporating the plurality of parameters with a plurality of peculiar playback flags, 
the display control section determines the number of display fields in accordance with a 
combination of states of the plurality of peculiar playback flags as taught by Duruoz. 
The motivation for performing such a modification in Takabatake is to successfully 
execute the decoding/play command as it's being acknowledged (See Duruoz col. 16, 
lines 41-46). 
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As per claim 10-12, most of the limitations of these claims have been noted in the above 
rejection of claim 9. 

It is noted that Takabatake is silent about the plurality of parameters with a 
plurality of peculiar playback flags, the display control section determines the number of 
display fields in accordance with a combination of states of the plurality of peculiar 
playback flags. 

However, Duruoz discloses a decoding method wherein a plurality of parameters 
with a plurality of peculiar playback flags, the display control section determines the 
number of display fields in accordance with a combination of states of the plurality of 
peculiar playback flags (See Duruoz fig. 12 with the plurality of playback flags and col. 
16, lines 14-46). 

Therefore, it is considered obvious that one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention would recognize the advantage of modifying Takabatake's display controller 
by incorporating the plurality of parameters with a plurality of peculiar playback flags, 
the display control section determines the number of display fields in accordance with a 
combination of states of the plurality of peculiar playback flags as taught by Duruoz. 
The motivation for performing such a modification in Takabatake is to successfully 
execute the decoding/play command as it's being acknowledged (See Duruoz col. 16, 
lines 41-46). 
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As per claim 13, fig. 4 as shown in Tal<abatal<e represents the table showing the relation 
between the parameters of the picture data and the number of display fields. 



9. Claims 14-20 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 
35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gims S. Philippe whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7336. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (10:30-7:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mehrdad Dastouri can be reached on (571) 272-7418. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Gims S Philippe 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2621 

/G. S. P./ 

/Gims S Philippe/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2621 



